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“ For alwaya in thine eyes, O Liberty! 
Shines that high tsght whereby the world is saved; 
And though thou slay us, we will trusi in thee.” 
Joun Hay. 


On Picket Duty. 


That witty and philosophical tramp, “Radical 
Jack,” who writes for the Chicago “Labo. Enquirer,” 
addresses the following question to Frank Foster, 
Henry George, Lawrence Gronlund, and otter social 
reformers: “What would be the first mersures you 
would adopt if you were the dictator of the world?” 
A very pertinent and sensible question when addressed 
to those who expect to achieve the millennium by sove- 
reign decree, and of such are ali, save one, of those 
whom “Radical Jack” addresses. The single excep- 
tion is myself, an Anarchist; and to ask such a ques- 
tion of an Anarchist is manixest absurdity. Why, the 
first, and necessarily the last, act of mine as the dictu- 
tor of the world would he to sentence myself to the 
gallows. 


The last “ Freidenker” contains a report of a lecture 
in opposition to Anarchy and Socialism which its edi- 
tor, C. H. Boppe, delivered recently before a Milwaukee 
audience. ‘The first two paragraphs convinced me that 
it would he a pure waste ot valuable time to read the 
rest of the lecture. The first sentence opens with the 
remarkable declaration that the Anarchists recognize 
in Jean Jacques Rousseau one of the founders of their 
school of thought, and another closes with the assertion 
that, in assuming a certain position, Rousseau became 
“a Communist and an Anarchist.” Now it is my habit 
to reason with well-meaning people whose ignorance 
leads them to talk nonsense upoa the subject of Anar- 
chism, and to advise them to go, inform themselves, 
and sin no imore. But when a liberal ditor, who 
knows that he knows nothing about the subject of his 
lecture, and who knows also that his profound igno- 
rance cannot remain % secret to those who do know, 
has the audacity to appear in the part of a critic and 
judge, it only remains to paraphrase that brilliant 
aphorism of Ludwig Börne, thus: Every man has un- 


doubtedly the right to make a fool of himself, but | 


Liberal critics of Anarchy abuse that right. 


The London “Commonweal,” congratulating “Jus 
upon its break with the Liberty and Property Defence 
League, says: “ An honest enemy is the very thing that 
we need most, and if ‘Jus’ can only cut loose from the 
Lords of Land and Lust, and stand out squarely upon 
Individualist lines, pandering to no man’s pride and 
paltering to no man’s prejudice, it will receive no 
heartier welcome than from the enemy it seeks to op- 
pose.” Pure hypocrisy this. Auberon Herbert seems 
to fill this bill, but, I have never seen any hearty wel- 
come extended to his views by the “Commonweal” or 
the State Socialistic press of England. On the con- 
trary, the attitude of these papers towards him, to the 
best of my judgment at this distance, has been one of 
almost contemptuous neglect. And Liberty, which 
has never been connected with the Lords of Land and 
Lust, which has always championed the most extreme 
Individuslism without regard to pride or prejudice, 
and which by the inherent weight of its arguments has 
slowly established a propaganda whose ramifications 
penetyate to the remote corners of the earth, dues not 
remomber to have received the smallest word of recog- 
nition from the “Commonweal.” . Not tbat it courts 
such. It simply establishes the fact in o::ler to expose 


the insincerity of the “Commonweal’s” profezsions in 
regard to “Jus.” 

The last three ravetings of the Anarchists’ Club were 
addressed respe :tively by A. H. Simpson, Mrs. Lucy 
E. Parsons, and George Schumm, Mr. Simpson discus- 
sing the question whether our fathers understood lib- 
erty, Mrs. Parsons the Chicago executions, and Mr. 
Schumm the Anarchistic solution of the labor probiem. 
All were largely attended, especially the second, which, 
besides Leing commemorative of the birth of the Paris 
Commune, presented Mrs. Parsons for the first time to 
a Boston audience. ‘She hall was packed to the doors, 
and many were turned away. The next meeting will 
be held in Codmar Hall, 176 Tremont Street, on Sun- 
day, April 22, at half past two o’cicek, and will be ad- 
dressed by Victor Yarros, who will review the economic 
heresies of George Gunton and the eight-hour philo- 
sophy as set forth in Gunton’s “ Wealth and Progress.” 
In another colwnn Mr. Yarvros, with his usual keenness, 

| disposes of certain secondary considerations brought 
forward by men like Comrade Labadie in support of 
the short-hours movement as an educational rather 
than an economic measure; in his coming lecture he 
will examine the position of those bold but short- 
sighted philosophers who look upon short hours as the 
key to the labor prblem. The debates at the Anar- 
chists’ Club meetings are generally, to say the least. 
vivacious, but on this oceasion it is exp-cted that the 
fur will fly. The eight-hour topic is a very exciting 
one. 


(Brick Pomeroy. 

Too muen is always more disastrous than none at all, as 
too much brings contempt for the thing itself and a dulling 
of the zeal for something else as well. 

One of the curses of this country is too much legislation. 
The man who minds his own business, and in minding it ron- 
| cedes the same right to others, ha: more friends, more com- 
fort, more success, and more happiness than does he who is 
| constantly slopping over. 

t Meddlesomeness is inexcusable in individuals, and intole- 
| rant and baneful in legislation or law-making for the multi- 
titu¢e. Freedom, liberty, and such words are found in 
dicticnaries, but each year marks a decrease of the original 
article. As a mar. surcingles or puts a band around a horse, 
and draws it till he kills the horse or breaks the band, so are 
the people of this country, by the chain of legislation, deny- 
ing literty and paving the way for the clouds of evils that 
aris: from too much Jaw. 

In thig country it is already a fact that, when a man cannot 
personally force his ideas into the life of a neighbor, he sets 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| Such a Thing as Enough. 
I 
| 


about rigging up a legislative propellant that shall bind the | 


victim, and then, with the help of those who skin on shares 
or wo: k for fees, pump the objectionable in or draw the milk 
out, 

If you wish an appliance that will shorten the freedom of 
your neighbor, go to the legislature and have it made, — that 
is, if there are none already in stock. There are some places 
on the skin not yet covered by some kind of legislative plas- 
ter. A very few breathing pores left open. A few places 
where the stomach pump of taxation has not heen inserted 
for the benefit of the inserters, but these spots or places are 
fast disappearing under the operation of the legislative cau- 
terizer ar pnucturer. 

Here ‘sre a few things that could once be done by man 
which must now be done by law, «2 with a tether. 

A child rust not be conceived till a priest or magistrate 
has had his fee and granted a permit. 

The mother of the child cannot be attended by a midwife 
or physician unless selected by the legislature. 

She cannot take medicine that is not prescribed by the le- 
gislature, nor can she have her feet or head or body rubbed 


save by some person to whom the legislature has sold a sheep- 
‘ skin or diploma. ' 

The chiit must not attend school or study from other 
books than those set up by law. 

The care of the child is natural with its parents or guar- 
dians, but legislation steps in and says where the child must 
and must not go, what amusements it can have, and all thie 
regardless of the rights of the parents to control their chil- 
dren till they pass ihe equatorial line and engage ‘or 
themselves. 

As he grows, he finds that he cannot kiss a girl, except in 
conformity to law. That he cannot have a tooth pulled or 
plugged except by legislation. Cannot eat brea‘i inat is not 
made by legislation. Cannot use butter, gravy, syrup, hair 
oil, or axle grease on his bread without legislation. That he 
cannot own cattle without applying to them a legislative 
brand. That he cannot play billiards, play cards, use to- 
bacco, drink beer, or do c ores on the Sabbuth without a 
pernit from legislation. 

As ho becomes a mar. he learns that he cannot stand a 
moment in front of another man’s house, enjoy a ride behind 
his trotting mare, see the belligerent roosters wrangle in the 
barnyard, get into or out of his place of business, hurrah 
for Jackson or Blaine, or float a log down stream to a saw- 
mill, without legislation and a red tag of some kind that 
costs him more or less, paid to the fee suatcher. That he van 
not practise medicine, seil a work of art, dispose of a book, 
put an advertisement in a newspaper, buy a ticket at a 
church fair, guess on the weight of a hog or ths numer of 
beans in a bag, grind wheat or have it ronnd, kill the dog 
tias kilts his sheep, get on or off a railway izain, establish z 
¿sinking fountain, or bury bia dead withont legislaticna. 
Yunt he cannot expregs his opinion of a pubiic thief, print an 
account of a lottery, or engage in a coiperative business with- 
i out legislation. 

That he cannot skate with bis sweetheart, be free from his 
wife who has run away with enother man, keep a house fox 
the entertainment of travellevs, build a bridge across a creek 
i or river, open a highway, pay a note, employ a servant, or 
settie the estate of a deceased friend or relative without 
legislation. 
| ‘That legislation has forbidden him to reat a book priuted 
ia another country, wear a coat, use a coffee mill, take pills, 
‘ase a corn plaster, play on a mouth organ, ring a bell, thread 
! a needlo, wear jewelry, or use any article, except paupers, 
made in other countries, without legislation. That he cannot 
put his business card on the outside of an envelope or wrap- 
per, pay a debt, deposit money in a bank, give an order 
payable at his own store, circulate printed notes, wear a 
low-necked shirt, dress in female attire, or turn out on the 
| public highway, without the direction of legislation. 

That a person cannot express his ideas of God or man, 
good or evil, religion or people, without legislation. That he 
cannot remain on earth or get to heaven without legislation. 
That he cannot establish a park, or kill hens, or hang a sign 
over his store door without legislation. That he cannot sell 
apples, peanuts, shoe strings, or Bibles on the streets without 
legislation. That he cannot go into another State to sell 
goods, buy und own a tract of land, insure his life, dispose 
of short-weight silver dollars, even if we trust in God, with- 
| out legislation. 

Betwecs the legislation and law-making that is going on 
by heads of families, heads of caurches, societies, fashion, 
manufacturing monopolies, trades unions, Knights of Labor, 
boycott associations, boards ef aldermen, town officials, 
county officials, State legislatures, Congress, and Almighty 
God, one is justified in thinking it barely possibie that there 
is already too much of a good thing, and that liberty, free- 
dom of conscience, and self-government are a job lot up for 
sale as relic, if not already parted with. 

And yet, in Congress and in the State legislatures in ses- 
sion last year, nearly thirty thousand new iaws were pro- 
posed, while the rate of applications for new laws this year 
indicates that a total of about forty thousand new laws 
will be asked for, and that thousands of new ones will be 
obtained. At this rate twenty-five years from now the num- 
ber of courts in this country will be threefold the present 
number, and between usury and litigation the man whe 
wants to be honest will be completely crucified, as was 
Jesus, between two invited thieves. 











THE RAG-PICKER OF PARIS. 


By PHLIX PYAT. 
Translated fron the French by Benj. R. Tucker. 


PART FIRST. 
THE BASKET. 


CHAPTER IL. 
THE HOTEL CRILLON. 
Continued from No. 121. 


Ah! to yield one’s possessions when dying,——death gives the title to the living, 
say nature and the law,— but to see one’s self succeeded while alive, and by his 
own fault! That is enough to drive one mad. ‘that is to die twice. 

His mistress, this other queen of another carnival festivity, a sylph, a fairy, a 
ure vision of gauze and roses, was doubtless more beautiful and yet more revolt- 
ing than the queen of the den of harlots in the Rue Galande. She was a traitor. 
The one at least wanted, from a feeling of fidelity and savage justice, to avenge 
her man, the other killed hers. 

The charm was broken. 

“Impossible,” sobbed the wretch, overwhelmed. “Iam not a mask, but a man 
damned by gaming, ruin, debt, and forgery, insolvent, dishenored, betrayed, ac- 
cursed! This successor is my creditor. ‘This palace is prison, is shame. I should 
be ignominiously turned out, or arrested. Ah! better still is liberty!” 

For a moment longer the ousted man looked at the windows, before which were 
passing in confusion, as in a magic dream, all the magnetisms of the ball-rooin, the 
couples clasped in the waltz, the golden trays ioaded witb cut-glass, under the 
chandeliers streaming with light, and the enchanting orchestra covering ali these 
fairy apparitions with its floods of harmory; and taen he threw a farewell. a loud 
groan of indignation and of anguish, at the echoes of the festival, and resrmed his 
course, with lowered head and haggard eyes, fleeing in shane and rage, pursued by 
the Nemesis of his ruined life. i 

“ Mauvais bijjin!” said an officer stationed at ihe aoc. 
with his booty. [am suspicious. Suppose I arrest himi?” 

And the bloodhound gave chase, 

But the rag-picker duke kept on running, aud, aavinegs n sturt, distanced iis pur- 
guer, and was soon out of reach, sight, and acert, far fvova thie Rue de Lilir, strid- 
ing along the Quai Vol/aire, where the noise ¢! his steps was Jest in ths rashing 
torrent of the river, whose flow was swollen ‘ the melting suows. Thas he was 
able to continue his desperate course towards , future which was th» consequence 
and contrast of his past. 


“He is runuiag away 


CHAPTE}: IIT. 
THE QUAI D’A'STERLM)Z. 


Stil running, lashed like a top by the wind and his emotion, carried away, ab- 
sorbed, Garousse reached the height of the bridge of Austerlitz. 

There, out of breath, in despair, surrendering to fatigue and want, he sank upon 
a stone bench and took his head in his hands, cating up in his mind his past, 
present, and future, his grandeur, fortune, friends, and loves, his follies and his 
ł ali, everything, in short, even to the last scenes of this carnival soirée. 

The night grew colder and colder snd darker and darker. At intervals the moon 


emerged from the clouds which eclipsed it, exhibiting against the background of . 


tha horizon, in a dissolving view, the monuments cf Paris, palaces and temples, 
covered with a shroud of snow. 

Garousse raised bis head to view this dismal scene which answered to his affliction 
and harmonized with the end of his life. Nature's mourning penetrated throu:;h 
his eyes to the very bottom of his heart. 

«A rag-picker, I! the Duke de Crillon-Gurousse,” he exclaimed bitterly. 
“Enough of such suffering. At least no one secognized me. This misery, this 
hook, this basket, oh! it is filthy, infamous. irapossible. I shall never be recon- 
ciled to it after the life that I have led. No, J will not do it; death rather!” 

He sprang to his feet with a bound, as if moved by a spring. His mind was 
made up. He abandoned his basket, threw down his hook, and, with a last ges- 
ture, hurled his hat far away. Then, recvivtely, he walked to the parapet. 

In face of suicide man is a moribund, but a voluntary moribund. Desperate, 
on the verge of the void, he feels at vuce the terrors of the egony and the attractions 
of death. Garousse instinctively sllowed himself a respite for this bitter enjoy- 
ment, to breathe a last whiff of air, of life, of fright, and of horror. 

He lent ear to the splash of the water rolling under the arches of the bridge with 
rleams which shone with the reflection of the moon and seemed like points of steel 

ristling to receive him. 

The quai was silent and deserted, disturbed only by the distant noise of carriages, 
the sound of a popular refrain, Forever wine! and the staggering footsteps of a 
drunken man approaching the bridge. 


It was a rag-picker, doubtless, for he carried on his shoulder an old sack made | 


of cotton cloth, in his right hand a hook, and in the other a lantern. Dressed in 
a ragged blouse, on his head a soiled undress-cap, dirty and wet to the skin, he 
advanced, insensible to the wind and the rain, contentedly singing and chattering. 

At some distance from Garousse, seized by a drunkard’s whim, he began to con- 
template the moon shining at its full. 

“Ah, old girl! so you're gettin’ up,” he said to it familiarly and with the fau- 
bourg accent. “Goezh without sayin’ that the sun ’zh gone t’bed. The sun and 
the moon! Ah! ah! what a fine household! When Monsieur get’sh up, Madame 
goezh t’bed. Misfortune! at that rate if there are ever t’be any little onesh, the 
comet will have t’step in. Wretches of stars, get away! If it is not shameful for 
a moon to cross the heavensh ‘lone in such weather. You confounded giddy girl, 
go find your male, with your night-cap, and faster than that. Ash fme, I will 
not.. .. Oh! you know very well that you will not s’duce Jean. Away with 
you! You're not the girl I love. Thash cert’n!” 

And when he had thus barked at the moon, the drunken man, whose open face 
was beaming with good humor and liquor, came back to his passion and his song: 


Forever wine! 

Forever juice divine! 

In it, while life is mine, 
I'll find a source of cheer. 


Jean was the name of this robust and hearty man of forty years, a jolly dog of 
the Faubourg Antoine, broad-backed, bronzed by the open air and by drink, well 
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made, by chance, some child of love, and in good condition in s ite of misery, 
intemperature, and even intemperance, thanks to his out door life, to Doctor 
Oxygen, and to carelessness, —an erratic bloc of Paris. He had the fire and 
vigor of the country, the sly and Gallic amor of the capital, all the beauty of 
health and especially of good nature, features as large as his heart, -~ the substance 


moulds its ferm,—in short, the serenity of disinterestedaess or of omnipotence, 


| which the ancients called joviality, ab Jove, after the very Father of the Gods, Bac- 


chus included, 

By the grace of this divine son of Jupiter's leg, however, Jean could seareely 
stand upor: his own. He continued his drunken babble: 

“Sh queer; they say a glass o’ wine sustains. Weil, J have drunk more’n fif- 
teen, aa I can't held m’self up. A chilà could knock me down. T hayen’t drunk 
'nough, thash sure. What T need ‘sh drop brandy.” 

He stumbled over Garousse’s hat, which he picked up with a thrust of his hook 
and stuffed into his sack. 

i “Good!” he exclaimed with a shout of joy. 
| days.” 

Garousse turned round abruptly and saw the drunkard a few steps from him. 

“Some one coming,” said he. “J musi enc ” 

He rushed towards the parapet, and bestrode is at a boun.. 

For a moment he remained suspended. between the quai and the river, between 
life and death. 

But Jean, wiih a violent effort, nad throwr. himself upon Garousse and seized 
him by the skirt oi his coat; then, as the duke fell back upon the ground, he took 
him around the waist, and, in a comical tone of surprise and sympathy, said : 

“Well, friend, where are you going? "Sh chat the way you liquidate?” 

“That does not concern you,” :rie:] Garousse, struggling. 

“ But if you are my fellow,” sid Jean, humanely, still holding him, in fear of a 
second attempt. 

“Your fellow! Filthy beast: Go to bed.’ 

“Thash just what I’ve beeu tellin’ the moon,” said the imperiurbable Jean. 
“You're the beast, tu go into he vater, Mau’sh not a toad. If I were not aman, 
Pd let you jump and fish you out again, alive for five dollars or dead for ten.. 
What fun, hey!” 

“Go away! let me go” esuned Garousse, softened by this good nature ; “I 
have had eucugh ef liic. I prefer to die at once rather than die by inches, of 


hunger.” 
’Sh my 


“There’sh a beaver for my Sun- 


“Of what! cf what! 
treat.” 

“No, let me alene, I til you; itis my idea. I aim tired cf suffering.” 

But in spite of everytaing wan dragged. him to the stone bench, and began to 
| mora‘ize “vith his drun) en obstinacy. 

“Thery, thers,” said he, gency. “Come, tell me your troubles. What is it that 
i disturbs you? Poverty? Ii vbash all, I'll cure you. But not by water first; on 
, the conérary, by wine. ’ 

And he sang with his hears: voice: 


One dies only of thirst. Come 'n take a drop. 


every ill it is the cure. 


Then continuing his fo. 


“tome, there’sh hope yo. You're not mad if you like water. Duck, away with 


| you! Just change your drink, and if E don’t save you, Jean’s word for it, we'll 
« 


i plunge in together and PI pay the toll.” 

Some carriages went by them, and masqueraders passed in their vicinity. 

Garousse, weary of resisting, sank back upon the bench. 

“Tick of a drunkard,” he muttered, resignedly. “I must not oppose him. 
wait till he goes away.” 

‘The compassionate rag-picker, as if divining his intention, sai down beside him, 
and resumed his exposition of principles with the effusiveness of intoxication. 

“Wher one has sorrows, my dear man, he mnst drown ’em; he must drink. But 
the foam of the grape, the healing draught of Bacchus, a cooling potion. You see, 
I've been through it. I know how you feel. I too was born to he milord, — farce 
that it is, —despuir and kill m'self. Well, I have drunk and savea m’self. When 
I have drunk, my poverty ’sh gone. I have Paris and Bercy. I’m richer ’n hap- 
pier’, a holdas witie-merchant. J see everything in beaut’ful colors; all is red 
and rosy; my rags are velvet, my bones ivory, my old iron bullion, my cotton sack 
a wicker basket” .... 

Jean gave a cry of indignation. 


Vil 


He had just observed Garousse’s basket. 

“ Ah! so you have a basket, you! And more’n that, ar elegant one. And new 
besides. Out upon you, risht’crat! And you complain! Here’sh a pretty fellow, 
--hash basket ’n wants t’ kill himself. What is it, then, that Mossieu desires? 
A wax candle p’r’aps t’ light his way and a plated hook t’ pick up his bonds. . . . 
and the Bank o’ Frar:ce in the bargain.” 

And crossing his arms, he asked: 

“ Wha’sh’ll [ say, then, I who have only a sack, and not a new one either?” 

Coming back to his fixed idea and to his revelry, he exclaimed: 

“Pm choking with thirst. I don’t understand why one should kill himself... . 
and by water too. The deluge, wretch, out upon it! And Noah’s vineyard and 
the rainbow. . . . th’ little white, th’ big blue, th’ free red, th’ three-six, Mother 
Moreau, Father Niguet, and Son Cognac, ali th’ cons’lations of life. Out upon 
you! you're ungrateful t’ the creator. Do's I do, rather. . . Here!” 

He handed his flask to Garousse, who refused it with a gesture of disgust. 

“Be sens’ble,” insisted Jean, without taking offence. “Drink! Drink cash 
down or on credit, by th’ glass, by th’ hour, by th’ month, by th’ year, as you can; 
but drink always and in spite of everything, and you'll think no more of trouble. 
You'll live t’be older ’n a patriarch, and fresher ’n more alive ’n Methuselah... . 
and every day Saint Mardi Gras.” 

The drunken man rose, excited by his own spirit, and, as if to fortify precept 
by example, emptied his flask. . 

“I who speak t’you,” he continued, in a transport, “see, with a pint œ brandy 
in my belly and a quid o' tobacco in my mouth, the earth can no longer hold me}; 
it has pavements only for me. . . . and I haven’t ’nough o’ them; I walk zig-zag, 
backwards and forwards, from one side of the street to the other; I ricochet like a 
shell; I am th’ equal of the thunder; a wall ‘sh not m’ master; I could break a 
throne, I could stop a train, I could overturn the column. I no longer know any- 
thing, either cold or hunger, either pain or death, nothing at all. I live then as 

| I have drunk, full to the brim, and I sing with a heart full of joy: 


“ Forever wine! 
Forever juice divine! ” 


Garousse rose in turn, exasperated by impatience, and said in an angry and 
threatening tone: 

“So that is your suicide, you dirty wretch? I prefer mine. Every one to his 
taste. I like water better than your wine, drunkard. I tell you that 1 want to 
die. Make room, or I will kill you.” 








E 


807 








He seized his hool 
toward the parapet. 

Jean, staggering and clinging, caught him again, 

“Stubborn fellow,” he stammered, all out of breath. “Die! What a principle | 
And in my presence! Never! "Pon my honor, it distresses me. Die! But ‘sh 
forbidden. And your duty ash citizen. Clean your country ’s E do, comrade, and 
come 'n pay your share of th’ drink tax.” 

He tried to lead him away towards a closed wine-shop. 


To be continued. 


k, and, disengaging himself from the rag-picker, rushed again 
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LOVE, MARRIAGE, AND DIVORCE, 


AND THE SOVEREIGNTY OF THE INDIVIDUAL. 


A DISCUSSION 


BY 


fd 
4 


Henry James, Horace Greeley, and Stephen Pearl Andrews. 


INTRODUCTORY CHAPTER. 


Continued from No. 121. 


If the workings of freedom should prove that purity in thie sou e is attainable 
otherwise, this argument in behalf of compulsory marriz» tails. O the contrary, 
if freedom is forever prohibited hereafter, as it foreve. has been prohibited hereto- 
fore, how is it to be Known that such a result wou’. not come of it? One portion 
of mankind believe there would, and another that there would not, while the op- 
portunity is refused to submit the question t the test of experiment and fact. 

The second point is the care and culturs of children. Certainly small boast can 
be made of the success of mankind hitherto in the practice of that art, when sta- 
tistics inform us that nearly one-haif the whole human family die in infancy! 
And when nine-tenths of the remainder are merely grown-up abortions, half made 
before birth, and worse distorted and perverted hy ignorant mismanagement and 
horrible abuses afterward! Alas! Do children get cared for and reared in the 
family arrangement now with any skill, any true science, any just appreciation of 
the real nature of that sublime but delicate task, which demands more precise 
knowledge, more refined instincts, and more prudence and judgment than any 
other? Do our existing domestic institutions commend themselves b their fruits, 
or are the whol-sale infanticides and the dreadful tortures of childhood now pre- 
valent of a kind, the bare repetition of which will cause the ears of a later and 
wiser generation to tingle? Ts it not possible that our most cherished social usages 
may be as terrible to them to contemplate as the hecatombs of pelitical murders 
by the Neapolitan Government are at this day to us? 

Suppose, now, that a future experience should demonstrate the fact that, of chil- 
dren reared in unitary nurseries, conducted by skilled and professionai nurses, 
matrons, ar d physiologists, the mothers— except those engaged by choice in the 
nursery — being, at most, within reach for the purpose of suckling their infants at 
given hours, vot one in a hundred died during the first five years; suppose that, 
by such an arrangement, the same labor that now requires the time of fifty women 
could he so systemised as to occupy iio more than that of five, leaving forty-five 
persons free for productive industry in other departinents; suppose that the chil- 
dren so reared grew up with larger frames and sounder constitutions, brighter in- 
tellects, livelier affections, and superior faculties in every way; suppose that all 
this were so obvious and incontestable that no one ventured to dispute it, and so 
attractive that hardly any mother would desire or venture to attempt the isolated 
rearing of her babe, — what. would become of this second ground upon which the 
famiiy institution is maintained by force of arms as the sole means of appropriate 
guardianship for childhood? 

The third and last basis of the family is the protection and maintenance of 
women themselves. Here again it does not seem to me that the system in vogne, 
by which the husband and father earns all the money and doles it out in charitable 
pittances to wife and daughters, who are kept as helpless dependents, in ignorance 
of business and the responsibilities of life, has achieved any decided title to our 
exaitea admiration. ‘The poor stipendiaries of paiernal or marital munificence are 
liable at any time to be thrown upon their own resources, with no resources to be 
thrown upon. The absence of all prior ue | for the exercise of prevision un- 
fitting them for self-support and protection, and the system affording them none 
but the most precarious assurances, their liabilities are terrible, and daily experi- 
ences are cruel in the extreme. At the besi, and while the protection endures, its 
results are mental imbecility and bodily disease. ‘There is hardly one woman in 
ten in our midst who knows from year’s end to year’s end what it 1s to enjoy even 
tolerable health. The few who, despite the system, attain some deveicpment, are 
tortured by the consciousness and the mortification of their dependancy, and the 
porpetual succession of petty annoyances incident to it; of which their — com- 
panions, self-gratulatory for their own intentions of kindness, are profoundly un- 
conscious. Shut up to the necessity of this continuous and exhausting endurance, 
wives have the same motives that slaves have for professing conteatmeat, and 
smile deceitfully while the heart swells indignantly and the tear trerables in the 
eye. Man complains habitually of the waywardness and perversity of woman, and 
never suspects that he himself, and his own false relations to her, are the key to 
the thousand apparent contradictions in her deportment and character. The last 
thing that the hnsband is likely to know, in marriage as it is, is the real state of 
the heart that throbs next hinu as he lays his head upon his own pillow. Woman, 
as well as the slave, must fist be wholly free before she can afford to take the risk 
to speak freely. She dave not utter boldly her own cemplaint, and she will even 
denounce opeily, while she prays fervently in secret for the God-spced of the friend 
who does it for her. l 

The great lesson for the world to learn is that human beings do not need to be taken 
care of. What they do need is such sonditions of justice and freedom and friendly 
coöperation that they can take care cf themselves. Provided for by ancther, and sub- 
ject to his will as the return tribute. they pine, and sicken, and die. This is true 
equally of women as of men; as true of wives as it is of vassals or serfs. Our 
whole existing marital system is the house of bondage and the slaughter-house of 
the female sex. Whether its evils are inherent or incidental, whether they belong 
to the essence or the administration of the institution, whether they are remediable 
withoat or only by means of revolution, are the questions that have now to be 
discussed. 

Suppose. then, that in some future day, under the operation of equity, and with 
such provisicn as has been hinted at for the care of children, women find it as easy 
to earn an independent living as men; and that, by the same arrangement, the ex- 
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menis, it is able to earn its own living, is -educed to a minimum, —a slight 
consideration for cither parent. Suppose that suggestions of economy have sub- 
stituted the large unitary edifice for the isolated home, and that, freed by these 
changes from the care of the nursery and the household, woman is enabled, even 
while a mother, to select whatever calling or profession suits her tastes, and pursue 
it with devotion, or very it at will; and suppose that, under this system of liviug, 
aniversal healt: retras tu bloom upon her cheek, and that she develops new aad 
unexpected puwery of mind, exqaisiteness of taste, and charms of person; that, ‘n 
fine, while relieving the other sex entirely from the responsibility and burden of 
her support, she proves incontestably her equality with man in points where it ha: 
been denied, and her superiority in a thousand beautiful endowments which free- 
dom alone has enabled fee to discover and exhibit, — what, under these circum- 
stances, becomes of the third and last necessity for the maintenance of the 
institution of exclusive ard perpetual and compulsory marriage? 

Carry this supposition still further; assume, for illustration, that in freedom the 
tendency to perpetual conjugal partnership should vindicate itself, as supposed by 
Mr. James, as the natural law of the subject; or contrariwise, let it ba assumed 
that a well-ordered variety in the love relations is shown by experience to be just 
as essential to the highest development of the human being, both spiritually and 
materially, as variety in food, occupation, or amuseme.it; or suppose, to render the 
ease still stronger, that some new and striking pathological fact is discovered and 
put beyone doubt; for example, that a specific disease, at present a scourge of 
mankind, like consumption or scrofula, is wholly due to the want of certain subtile 
magnetic influences, which can only come from a more unrestrained contact and 
freedom of association between the sexes. Let us add that just that freedom of 
contact and association are found to moderate the passions instead of infiaming 
them, and so to contribute, in ‘he highest degree, to a general purity of life and the 
prevalence of the most fraternal and tender regard. Suppose, again, that woman, 
when free, should exhibit an inherent, God-given tendency to accept only tie no- 
blest and most highly endowed of the opposite sex to be the recipients of her choir- 
est favors and the sires of her offspring, rejecting the males of a lower degree, as 
the females of some species of the lower animals (who enjoy the freedom that 
woman does not) are known to do; and that the grand societary fact should appear 
in the result that by this means Nature has provided for an infinitely higher deve- 
lopment of the race. Suppose, indeed, finally, that the freedom oi woman is found 
by experience to have in every way a healthful, restraining, and elevating influence, 
in the same degree that the freedom of maa, to subjugate her, as in polygamic na- 
tions, has had an influence to degrade and deteriorate the race; and that, gene- 
rally, God and nature have evidently delegated to woman the supremacy in tie 
whole affectional realm of human affairs, as they have consigned it to man in the 
intellectual, —a function she could never begin rightly to perform until first freed 
herself from the trammels of couventionalism, the false sanctities of superstition 
and custom. Suppose all this to have been thoroughly well-established both by 
reason and fact, what then becomes of this last ground of necessity for the institu- 
tion of legal marriage, or of marriage at all? 

When purity, in its best sense, should be far better understood, and more pre- 
valent without it than with it, and women and children better protected and pro- 
vided for, where would be the continued demand for the maintenance of the now 
sacred and inviolable family institution? Whai, indeed, would render it impossi- 
ble that that institution should fall into contempt, as other institutions, hallowed 
in former times by equally sacred associations ani beautiful idealizations, have 
done? 

Who can foretell that isolated families may uot come hereafter to be regarded 
as hot-beds of selfishness and narrow prejudice against the outside world, separat- 
ing and destroying the unity of the human race; the same thing as between neigh- 
bors that patriotic prejudices and antipathies and “mountains interposed” are 
between nations? Who shall say that it may not, perchance, be quoted upon us 
one or more generations hence, as some evidence of our barbarism, that a rich and 
religious citizen could sit down in quiet and happiness, surrounded by his wife and 
children, in the midst of comfort and luxury, bless God for his abundant mercies, 
and cite the Scripture that “He who provides not for his own household hath de- 
nied the faith, and is worse than an infidel,” while wretched wotnen and babes, 
with sensibiiities as keen and capacities for happiness as great as those possessed 
by his own sweet lambs; sit in their desolate houses within a stone’s throw of his 
own aristocratic door, shivering with cold, pinched with hunger, and trembling 
with apprehension of the sharp knock and gruff voice of a Jandlord’s agent, come 
to thrust them ent of even those miserable mockeries of homes? Who can assert 
with confidence that a larger conception of the brotherhood of humanity than now 
prevails —-except as a traditional reminiscence of the teachings of Christ or the 
Utopian dreams of the visionary —may not, in a few years, with the rapid progress 
of events in these modern times, be translated into fact? And who can affirm 
positively that the discovery may not be made hereafter that the last grand hin- 
drance and ubstacle to the realization of that noble ideal of human destiny was the 
superstitious. sanctification in the popular mind of marriage and the family institu- 
tion, which refused to permit them to be examined and amended, or abolished, 


, according to the dictates of sound reason and the exigencies of the case, in the 


saine manner as the like veneration for ecclesiastical establishments ana royalty 
have hindered the race, at earlier stages, in the same onward and upward 
progression? 

Observe, I am not dogmatizing in anything that I say here. I am not even af- 
firming that any one of these suppositions is likely to come true. I am simply es- 
tablishing the fact that the righteousness and permanency of marriage and the 
family institution are fair subjects, like any other, for thought, for questioning, tor 
investigation. lam entering my calmly-stated but really indignant protest against 
the assumption thai there 1s any possible subject, in this age and nation, with our 
antecedents and preteusions, too sacred to be discussed. I am adding my testi- 
mony to the truth of the position assumed by the despotist and the slavehclder 
that the same evils which exist under the institutions of despotisms and slavery 
exist likewise under the institution cf marris se and the family, and that the same 
principles of right which men seek to apply in this day to the former will not leave 
the latter unquestioned or unscathed. 1am giving to the lazy public some intima- 
tion that there are more things in heaven and earii. than have yet been dreamed 
of in their philosophy. I am breaking into ripple. the glassy surface of that dead 
sea of conservatism which reflects Sorialism as a bugbear to frighten children with. 
I am giving to the world a sample of the ideas, ard trains of reasoning, facts, and 
principles which the New York “Tribune,” professedly the organ of new thought, 
refuses to permit to be communicated to its readers, as matter too bad to be puh- 
lished. And finally, and specially, I am making an historical not: of the fact, for 
future reference, that such ideas as these were tco far in advance of public senti- 
ment, at the middle of this century, at the metropolis of the most progressive 
country in the world, to find utterance anywhere through the public press, the 
“Tribune” being, after all, the most liberal journal we have yet established 
among us. 


Continued on page 6. 
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“In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time sla- 
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu- 
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the roliceman, the 
giuge of the exciseman, the erasing-kniye of the department clerk, 
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath 
her heel. — PROUDHON. 








Sarr The appearance in the editorial column of articles 
over other signatures than the editor’s initia! indicates that 
the editor appreves their central purpose and general tenor, 
though he does not hold himself responsible for every phrase 
or word, Lut the appearance in other parts of the paper of 
articles by the same or other writers by no means indicates 
that he disapproves thein in any respect, such disposition of 
them being governed largely by motives of conveuilenco. 


Herr Most on Libertas. 


It is due to John Most to say that, in his paper, 
“ Freiheit,” he has greeted the appearance of Libertas 
in a spirit of entire fairness and liberality, at the same 
time that he has not hesitated to point out those of its 
features to which he cannot award approval. Besides 
giving liberal extracts from the first number, duly 
credited, he devotes nearly a column and a half to a 
review of its merits and demerits, which is hearty in 
its commendation and frank in -its criticism. Barring 
the use in one sentence of the word “hypocritical,” his 
article is free from those abusive epithets of which he 

has heretofore made me a target. With this preface 
of thanks for both his praise and his censure, I propose 
to briefly examine the latter in the same spirit in 
which it is offered. 

Herr Most’s opinion of Libertas may be thus summed 
up, — that it is thoroughly sound in its antagonism to 
the State and utterly unsound in its championship of 
private property. Whether Libertas champions pri- 
rate property depends entirely on the definition given 
to that term. Defining it with Proudhon as the sum 
total of legal privileges bestowed upon the helders of 
wealth, Libertas agrees with Proudhon that property 
is robbery. But using the word in the commoner ae- 
ceptation, as denoting the laborer’s individual posses- 
sion of his product or of his proportional share of the 
joint product of himself and others, Libertas holds 
that property is liberty. And whenever Proudhon, for 
the time being, uses the word in the latter sense, he 
too upholds property. But it is precisely in this sense 
of individual as oppesed to communistic possession 
that Herr Most opposes property. Hence, when he 
prints as a motto (as he often does) Proudhon’s phrase, 
“Property is robbery,” he virtually misrepresents that 
author by using his words as if they were intended to 
mean diametricaily the opposite of what the author 
himself declared them to mean, If property, in the 
sense of individual possession, is liberty, then he who 
opposes property necessarily upholds authority — that 
is, the State — in some form or other, and he who would 
deny both the State and property at once becomes 
thereby inconsistent and guilty of attempting the im- 
possible. But Mr. Schumm elsewhere arrives at this 
point by another road, and I will not dwell upon it 
further. 

The principal argument used by Herr Most against 
Libertas is that it ignores the necessity of production 
on the large scale now and hereafter, — a necessity 
which, in Herr Most’s view, involves the exploitation 
of tabor by capital wherever private property prevails. 
There is noi foundation for this statement. Libertas 
does not for a moment deny or igaore the necessity of 
production on the large scale. It does, however, seri- 
cusly question the claim that such production must 

always involve large concentration of capital, and em- 
phatically denies that it necessarily involves labox's 
exploitation unless private property is abolished. As 
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I have already said in these columns, “the main 
strength of the argument for State Socialism and Com- 
munism has always resided in the elaim, till lately un- 
disputed, that the permanent tendeacy of progress in 
the production and distribution of wealth is in the di- 
rection of more and more complicated and costly pro- 
cesses, requiring greater and greater concentration of 
capital and labor. Bet the idea is beginning to dawn 
upon minds — there are scientists who even profess to 
demonstrate it by facts — that the tendency referred 
to is but a phase of progress, end one which will not 
endure, On the contrary, a reversal of it is contidently 
looked for. Processes are expected to become cheaper, 
more compact, and more easily manageable, until they 
shall come again within the capacity of individuals 
and small combinations. Such a reversal has already 
been experienced in the course taken by improvements 
in implements and materials of destruction. Military 
progress was for a long time toward the complex, re- 
quiring immense armies and vast outlays. But the 
tendency of more recent discoveries an1 Jevices has 
heen toward placing individuals on a par with ermies 
by enabling them to wield powers which no aggrega- 
tion of troops can withstand. Already, it is believed, 
Lieutenant Zalinski with his dynamite gun could shield 
any seaport against the entire British navy. With the 
supplanting of steam by electricity and other advances 
of which we know not, it seems more than likely that 
the constructive capacity of the individual will keep 
pace with his destructive. In that case what will be- 
come of State Socialism and Communism?” It be- 
hooves their advocates not to be so cock-sure as they 
have been heretofore of the correctness of this major 
premise of all their arguments. 

But Herr Most may claim that in this seasoning the 
element of speculation and uncertainty is too large to 
warrant the placing of any weight upon it. Very well, 
then; simply reallirming my own confidence ir it, I 
will let it go for what it is worth, and consider at once 
the question whether large concentration of capital for 
production on the large seale confronts us with the dis- 
agreeable alternative of either abolisiuig private pro- 
perty or continuing to hold labor under the capitalistic 
yoke. Herr Most promises that, if T will show him 
that the private property reyime is compatible witu 
production on the large scale without the exploitation 
of labor, he will stand by the side of Libertas in its 
favor. This promise contains a most significant ad- 
mission. If Communism is really, as Herr Most gen- 
erally claims, no infringement of liberty, and if in 
itself it is such a good and perfect thing, why abandon 
it for private property simply because the possibility 
of the latter’s existence without the exploitation of la- 
bor has been demonstrated? To declare one’s willing- 
ness to do so is plainly to affirm that, exploitation 
aside, private property is superior to Communism, and 
that, exploitation admitted, Communism is chosen 
only as the lesser evil. I take note of this admission, 
and pass on. 

Right here, however, Herr Most qualifies his pro- 
mise by placing another condition upon its fulfiiment. 
T must not only demonstrate the proposition stipulated, 
but I must do so otherwise than by pointing to Prou- 
dhon’s banking system. ‘This complicates the problem. 
Show me that A is equal to B, says Herr Most, and I 
will uphold A; only you ust not show it by establish- 
ing that both A and B cre equal to C. But perhaps 
the equality of both A and B to C is the only proof I 
have of the equality of A to B. Am I to be debarred, 
then, from making the demonstration simply because 
this form of logic is not agreeable to Herr Most? Not 
at all; he is bound to show the flaw in the logic, or 
else accept its conclusion. His stipulation, then, that 


I must not point to Proudhon’s banking system is ridi- ' 


culous, inasmuch as this banking system, or at least 
its central principle, is essential to the demonstration 
of my position. I offe: him this principle as conclusive 
proof; he must show its error, or admit the claim. It 
cannot be brushed aside with a contemptuous wave of 
the hand. 

Now, what is this principle? Simply the freedom 
of credit and the reaultant organization thereof in such 
a way as to eliminate the eiement of the reward of 
capital from the production and distribution of wealth. 
Herr Most will not dispute, I think, that freedom of 
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credit leaves private property intact and even increases 
the practicability of production on the large seule. 
The only question, then, is whether it will abolish 
usury, for, if it will abolish usury, my position is es- 
tablished, usury being but another name for the ex- 
ploitation of Jabor. The argument that it will effect 
such abolition, aud the argument therefore which Herr 
Most is bound to destroy, he will find set forth in the 
latter half of my paper on “State Socialism and An- 
archism,” printed in the first issue of Libertas. If he 
makes no answer, the private property plank in the 
platform of Libertas remains unimpaired by his criii- 
cism; if, on the other hand, he attempts an answer, 
then we shall see what there is further to be said. 

But Herr Most’s criticism is not aimed at the plat- 
form alone; he is especially severe upon the tactics of 
Libertas. It is here that he crosses the line of courte- 
ous critivisni, aud becomes abusive by characterizing 
as “hypocritical” the declaration of Libertas that, as 
long as freedom of speech and of the press is not struck 
down, there should be no resort to physical force in the 
struggle against oppression. That Libertas is hypo- 
critical in this position he infers from the fact: that it 
now discountenances physical force, although five men 
have been murdered, others are in prison, and still 
others are in danger ef imprisonment, for having exer- 
cised the right of free speech. Herr Most apparently 
forgets that “Freiheit” is still published in New York, 
the “ Alarm" in Chicago, and Liberty and Libertas in 
Boston, and that «il these papers, if not allowed to say 
everything they would lik~ to, are able to say all that 
it is absolutely necessary to say in order to finally 
achieve their end, the triumph of liberty. It must not 
be inferved that, because Libertas thinks it may be- 
come advisable to use force to secure free specch, it 
would therefore sanction a bloody deluge as soon as 
free speech had been struck down in one, a dozen, or a 
hundred instances. Not uniil the gag had become 
completely efficacious would Libertas advise that last 
resort, the use of force. And this, far from showing 
hypocrisy, is the best evidence of the sincerity of this 
journal’s utter disbelief in force as a solution of econo- 
mic evils. If there is hypocrisy anywhere, it is on the 
side of those who, affecting to think force a deplorable 
thing only wo be resorted to for purposes of defence, 
are eagerly watching for the cormmission of offences in 
the hope of finding a pretext for the inauguration of 
an era of terror wid slaughter hitherto unparalleled in 
history. T. 


Force the Nature of the State. 


Human liberty consists in the unrestricted and har- 
monious development of the individual unto the point 
where the equal liberty of other individuals begins, 
gud justice consists in the equal, free, and untaxed 
usufruct of the natural resources of the earth and so~- 
ciety in so far as the individual may require it for the 
complete development and exercise of his being. Lib- 
erty and justice thus defined man first lost with the 
rise of the State. It is indeed ciaimed that civilization 
traces its origin to the rise of the State, but this is a 
mistake if it is meant to imply that it was the State 
that originaily made civilization possible and fostared 
I cannot conceive of true civilization, of any real 
growth of humanitarianism, without the most scrupu- 
lous regard for universa] and equai liberty and justice. 
Civilization based on force and slavery is no true civili- 
zation. Talk as much as one please of historical ne- 
cessity, I cannot see therein any palliation of State 
aggression and coercion. True civilization is not to 
be thought and spoken of where barbarous and brutal 
force usurps the office of mutual reasoning and free 
contract. No, the State, as known to us, hee neither 
called forth nor fostered human civilization. The very 
opposite of this is the case. What measure of human 
civilization has been achieved, has been achieved in 
spite of the State. There are many persons who in 
all seriousness ascribe the effiorescence of the natural 
sciences to the churches and monasteries. But this 
view is not less tenable than that which credits the 
State with the fostering eare and rise of human civili- 
zation. Neither view can abide the test of history. 
State and Church have ever represented organized 
ignorance and aggression,—in one word, organized 
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barbarian. The development of human civilizaticn 
proceeded in spite of Church and State; the growth 
of a truer view of the world, of a view more nearly in 
conformity with the nature of things, and of a higher 
order of life, took place essentially outside of Church 
and State, actiny on these institutions by virtue of the 
law of reciprecity in a refining sense. 

We see this readily when we consider more closely 
the natu: of the State. According to the investiga- 
tions of the most celebrated historians and philoso- 
phers, remarks a defender of Stateism, “it was always 
aud everywhere an act of conquest through which the 
State was founded. Not an occupation of an uninhal- 
ited country, no! a conquest and the subjection of a 
country already occupied as well as of its inhabitants 
themselves, — that is the origin of the State and of all 
property,”—let us rather amend with Max Stirner, 
Fremdtum. This is also the conclusion Herbert Spen- 
ver arrives at in his sociological investigations. 

Now, as, in accordance with the testimony of histo- 
rians and philosc phers, the State traces its origin to 
acts of violence and conquest, so also has it maintained 
and perpetuated itself in history by force, conquest, 
and an utter disregard of all ethics. I refer simply to 
history. To meet the demand fer a raison d'être, the 
Siate has indeed attempted to fortify its pcsition by 
the claim of its advocates that its essential function 
consists in the defence of civil liberty and property. 
But we all know only too well what that means. 
That State I should like to know that has ever made 
the least approach towards conscientiously acquitting 
itself of this task. Look where you may, study all the 
countries of the earth, peruse the pages of history, and 
transpose yourself mentally to all ages; and if you are 
capable cf reasoning in conformity with facts, you will 
agree with me that where the State took human liberty 
under its protecting wings, it crushed it in nine cases 
out of ten beneath its iron heel, — that where it gave 
property its protection, it did so in order to confiscate 
it a hundredfold,— and that justice could never yet 
vely on its initiative. The State as the embodiment 
of barbarism is the denial of liberty, justice, and 
property. 

This will of course not be admitted by the politicians 
of all stripes, by the State priests of every shade, but 
this is the conclusion of close observation and consci- 
entious and unbiassed thougit. 

Liberty, however, affirms liberty, justice, and pro- 
perty. Therefore it demands the abolition of the 
State. G. 8, 


Anarchy and Its Organs. 

When Kropotkine’s journal, “La Révolte,” in answer 
to a correspondent’s question, gave “Freedom,” the 
“ Anarchist,” “ Honesty,” and the “Alarm” as “a list 
of the Anarchisiie journals published in the English 
language that we know,” I asked the editor of “ Hon- 
esty” to publicly state, in view of the omission of Lib- 
erty from this list, whether “Honesty” ang Liberty do 
not stand on the same footing in every essen-ial of 
Anarchism. He responds that I am right, and that 
the principles of “ Honesty” and Liberty are identical: 
and he suggests that Liberty’s exclusion from the list 
is probably due to the opposition it has shown to the 
Communist-Anarchist papers. This suggestion is pre- 
cisely the inference which I desired to bring out, — 
namely, that “La Révolte,” instead of honestly 
satisfying its correspondent’s evident desire to know 
what journals iu English occupy the Anarchistic plat- 
form, deliberately gave him a partial list drawn up in 
accordance, not with any known definition of Anarchy, 
but with its editor’s piques ard prejudices, thereby 
leaving out a journal which antedates all of the four 
given, and but for which two of the four, if I may not 
say three of the four, would never have existed at all. 

The most astonishing feature of this matter now, 
however, is the tone of the paragraph in which the edi- 
tor of “ilonesty” makes his response. One would 
think that he was half inclined to excuse, if not ap- 
prove, “La Révolte” in taking such a course. At any 
rate he does not say a word in condemnation of it, but 
contines his rebuke strictly to me for my opposition to 
Communism. I give his exact words: 


Perhaps, however, the exception was made owing to the 
marked hostility which Comrade Tucker shows to the Com- 
munist-Anarchist papers, and which we fail to see good cause 








for, “ Freedom” has a strong Communistic tendency, it is 
true, but ite Communism is more than counterbalanced by its 
vigorous and unremitting protests on behalf of individual 
liberty. Does not the “plum)-line” allow room for volnn- 
tury Communism, which is after all only an experimental 
compromise between the Anarchist’s ideal and the present 
political system? #nd are not their exposures of the poli- 
tical tyrannies and exploitations as Anarchistic as our own? 
Their position, to our thinking, is a far more Anarchistie one 


than that of the “Jus” sehoo!, which pretends to advocate | 


individualism, but really lauds dominion and exploitation. 
And yet Liberty can admire the latter while comlen:ning the 
former. 

So far as “Freedom” and “Jus” are concerned, 
events have already abundantly justified my prefer- 
ence for the latter over the former. The editor of 
“Honesty,” before he sees the seventh page of this 
number of Liberty, wil! undoubtedly read in “Jus” it- 
self the articles there reprinted from that journal, aud 
then he will curse his short-sightedness and feel like 
wearing sackcioth and ashes for a time as penance for 
his lack of appreciation. 

Comparing “Freedom” with “Jus,” Liberty saw in 
the former a journal! cf humanitarian instincts, but a 
journal which based its championship of individual 
liberty on a foundation »o largely emotional that it 
was ready to throw liberty to the winds on any ques- 
tion, no matter how vital, where it was not hard-headed 
enough to understand that liberty, even there. would 
best satisfy its humanitarian desires. Hence its de- 
nial of liberty in production and exchange. 

In “Jus,” on the contrary, Liborty saw a journal 
which championed the principle of individual liberty 
on rational, seientific, and non-sentimental grounds, 
and whose departures from it were due, apparently, 
less to any confusion in the editor’s mind than to an 
attempt on his part (whicii is now proved futile) to 
sustain relations between the conflicting interests 
which supported the journal, by a policy of mutual 
concession and compromise. Liberty, trusting every 
time to intelligence before sentiment, saw more hope 
for Anarchy in “Jus” than in “Freedom,” and on the 
first appearance of “Jus” declared this view, braving 
the outery of the Socialistic journals that was sure to 
follow. To this belief in “Jus” it has steadfastly 
adhered, not hesitating, nevertheless, to freely and 
sharply criticise any sign “Jus” might show of sub- 
servience to privilege and power. The germ which 
Liberty discerned developed as expected, and “Jus,” 
though it had to die, avowed with its last gasp its be- 
lief in “absolute philosophical Anarchy.” Consider- 
ing the circumstances of its death, it might almost be 
said, in the words of the lamented Sries, that its 
“silence is moro powerful than speech.” 

But what uf ‘treedom,” meantime? That journal, 
in a recent leac:r, has declared, in language too plain 
for the editor =f - Honesty” to misunderstand, that 
“Communists would have society recognize no rights 
of private property at all,” and that “all wealth is a 
publie possessio, aud the principle upon which it 
must be shared amoii;ist. the members of the commu.- 
ity is, To each acrcrdiuy *o his needs.” Will the edi- 
tor of “Honesty” point uut to me che voluntary feature 
ot that sort of Communism? % it only were volun- 
tary, why, then, of course. But to say that it is volun- 
tary is pure assumption. It was the delusion caused 
by the Communists’ use of this adjective that drove 
poor Seymour crazy for a time. The editor of “ Hon- 
esty,” it is true, gives no sign of accepting Commun- 
ism, as Seymour did, simply because he thinks it 
vountary. On the contrary, he emphatically declares 
himself individualistic. Nevertheless to eliminate the 
compulsory element from Communism is to remove, in 
the view of every man who values liberty above aught 
else, the chief objection to it, after which its acceptance 
by every such man is a hundred-fol easier than before. 
Therefore this warning to the edito: of “ Honesty.” 
Danger that way lies. T. 


Radical and Conservative Reform. 


After a “ great deal of hesitancy,” Comrade Labadie came 
out with a lengthy reply to my eriticism of his eight-hour ad- 
voeacy, which, if not crushing in its logic and argumentative 
force, is so remarkable for its fine and deep sarcasm that I, 
without the slightest hesitancy, drop the weapon of satire 


which places me at such a decided disadvantage in my pre- 


sent combat, and put my sole trust and reliance in soid, dry’, 
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and cold reasoning, Perhaps, too, by adopting this style, I 
ean succeed in making the reader think that there is no mis- 
chievous and ironical meaning in the personal remarks of my 
comrade. As it is my intention to write an elaborate and 
systematic criticism of George Gunton’s “ Wealth and Pro- 
"at an early date, I shall now content myself with a 
brief answer to Comrade Labadie’s main questions, 

True it undoubtedly is that ‘most of the Anarchists of to- 
day have arrived at their present thought through the dis- 
cussion of half-way measures,” but from this nothing else 
follows than that we have reason to hope a similar growth on 
the part of those now yet engaged in such discussion. Peo- 
ple once believed that the earth was flat, but, having dis- 
carded the old ideas, we are not expected to value them 
wy ond their importance as historical data. In fact, because 
most cf is have in the past been the victims of the same er- 
rors that now pervert the sound judgment of many, we 
should feel doubly strong in the possession of iruth and con- 
fident in the efticacy of the straightforward policy of explain- 
ing the reasons of the new “faith that’s in us” and the 
process by which we arrived at its recognition. 

When my comrade telis me that his experience teaches him 
not to directly oppose and condemn the quack remedies cur- 
rent among the laborers, I am tempted io ask him if his 
policy has been sanctioned by experience as a safe and paying 
one. ‘The narse of those remedies being legion, it is hard to 
understand how one can make converts to radical reforma- 
tory ideas by crediting all with the healiny power. But 
Comrade Labadie will protest that he draws a line at certain 
alleged reforms which, as, for instance, the matter of politi- 
cal agitation, he unqualifiedly condemns as powerless for any 
thing except an aggravating effect upon the disease. In that 
case, we will simply be brought back to the original question 
of the intrinsic merits of the eight-hour remedy. If he 
favors it, not on account of the laborers: belief in it, but in 
consequence of his own conviction as to its usefulness, why 
introduce at all the point that radicals arrive at their radical- 
isin through the discussion of half-measures? Iv is then nei- 
tner pertinent nor apt. 

Comrade Labadie asks how, if it is not possible for the la- 
borers to gain concessions from the privileged class throngh 
united action, emancipation for them can be achieved. He 
thinks that the laborers “do have it in their power” to gair 
such concessions, and remarks thai, “if they did not have 
this power,” he “should lose hope of Anarchy ever being at- 
tained.” My assertions astonish him, as he has been “taught 
that Anarchy was to be inaugurated by simply refusing to 
recognize the State,” and he cites the Irish “strike ” against 
‘andtordism as an illustration of the power wielded by organ- 
izations exercising passive resistance, But I utterly fail to 
pereeive Wherein ali these averments, objections, and argu- 
ments apply to the issue between us and invalidate my posi- 
tion on the short-hours agitation. My comrade is led into 
confusion by a slight error in tie very beginning of his argu- 
ment, which consists in the substitution of the word “ priv- 
ileged ” for the word “employing ’’ in one of my sentences. 
He unconsciously follows in the steps of all the trades-union- 
ists and conservative labor leaders whose unscientific and 
sterile metheds of reform ar; precisely the result of the fun- 
damental error of identifying the “employer ” with the “ mo- 
nopolist.’’ Because all menopolists belong to the employing 
elass, they conchide that all employers are and must neces- 
sarily be monopolists, and hence dizect their attack against 
employers rather than against monopolists. Radical re- 
formers, on the other hand, have no fight with employers, 
but with the system of legal privilege and State-vreated mo- 
nopoly. Observing the power which the employing class 
exercises over the laborers, the radical reformer traces it to 
its source, Which he makes the exclusive point of attack. He 
seeks to indirectly deprive the employer of his advantages by 
disabling the State. We can gain no concessions from the 
privileged class by fighting employers as employers, but we 
can make steady progress in the improvement of our condi- 
tion by undermining the vitality of the system which places 
capital in command over labor. 

What does labor wani? Land and tools. While these are 
monopolized, nothing that the laborers can do will materially 
and permanently benefit them. If they force the employer 
to a concession, he takes care to compensate himself in some 
way or other. And this he is not only well able to do, bet 
absolutely compelled to do as long as philanthropy is not 
stconger in him than the desire to survive in the commercial 
world. Fewer hours does not necessarily mean less toil or 
more employment. When the Irish struck against landlord- 
ism, they took a course that could not fail to land them ina 
freer and better economic condition, for free laad is their 
first and greatest need. There is just the sume difference be- 
tween that no-rent movement and thefshort-hours movement 
that there is between attacking a fundamental cause and 
fighting a symptom or a result. 

With newly-invented machinery kept out of use only by ths 
extreme cheapness of hand labor; with female and child la- 
bor superseding more and more adult. male labor; with most 
of ths employed enjoying (2) a longer or shorter vacation of 
involuntary idleness every year; and with an immense army 
oi starving unemployed anxious to get work at any wages, — 
to talk of eight hours as a remedy of any sort is to offend in- 
excusably against both the theories and facts of political 
economy. V. YARROS. 


gress 











Continued from page 3. 


What I am able to say in this brochure is, of course, a mere fragment of the so- 
cial theories which | wished to propound. What I needed was a continuous year 
of discussion, rough sueh o medium as the “Tribune,” in conflict with the first 
minds in the canutry, — Philosophers, politicians, aud theologians, invited or pro- 
voked into the fray, — at the end i which time the publie would have begun to 
discover that their current social dogmas must give way before the sublime principles 
of a new and profoundly important science, which determines exactly the true 
basis of all social relations. i wanted especially to propound a few questions te 
the Rey, Dr. Bethune, to test the good faith of his broad sistement of the doctrine 
of religious freedom, made in his assault upon Bishop Hughes at the Madiai meet- 
ing at Metropolitan Hall. Does he inelude the Mormons and the Turks, with their 
polygamy, and the Perfectionists, with their free love, in his toleration, or woud 
he, with Mr. Greeley, make his exceptions when it came to the pinch, and go with 
Mr. Greeley for vo-ligiting on American soil the fires of religious persecution, and 
thrust those whose couscience differs from his upon certain points ini» prison, or 
burn them at the stake? 

The question is rapidiy becoming a practical one in this country, when a whole 
territory is already in the possession of a sect of religionists who openly profess 
and are ready to die for the doctrine of a plurality of wives. Honor to General 
Cass, the patriarch of the senate, who has recently stated the true and the truly 
ae principle, — virtually the Sovereignty of the Individual. He speaks as 

ollows: 


Independent of its connection with the human destiny hereafter, I believe the fate of re- 
publican governments is indissolubly bound up with Chat of the Christian religion, and that 
people who reject its holy faith will find themse!ves the slaves of evil passions and of arbi- 
trary power, and Lam free to acknowledge that I do not see altogether without cnxiety sume 
of the signs which, shadowed forth around us by weak imaginations with some, and irregu- 
lated passion with others, are producing founders and followers of strange doctrines, whose 
tendencies it is easier to perceive than it is to account for their origin and progress; but they 
will find their remedy, not in legislation, but in a suuna religious opinion, whether they in- 
culcate an appeal to God by means of stocks, and stones, and rappings (the latest and most rid- 
iculous experiment upon human credulity), or whether they seek to pervert the Scriptures 
to the purposes of their libidinous passions, by destroying that safeguard of religion and s0- 
cial order, the institution of marriage, and by leading lives of unrestrained intercourse, — 
thus making proselytes to a miserable imposture, unworthy of our nature, by the temptations 
of unbridled Inst. This same trial was made in Germany sone three centuries ago, in a 
period of strange abominations, and failed. It will fail here. Where the Wor’ of God is 
free to all, no such vile doctrine can permanently establish itself. 


This is a genuine though indirect recognition of individual sovereignty; and, 
while marred by a few ungentlemanly flings at what the speaker obviously does 
not understand, it is as much above the puny and miserable suppression doctrines 
of Mr. Greeley — the sickly relics of the dark ages—as the nineteenth century 13 
in advance of the twelfth. 

By my reference to Dr. Bethune, it is but justice to say that I have no reason to 
doubt that he, too, is honest in his statement of the doctrine of religious freedom, 
and that he would, in practice, recognize my right to live with three women, if my 
conscience approved, as readily and heartily as he would contend for the right to 
read the Protestant Bible at Florence. If not, I hepe he will take an opportunity 
to restate his position. I needed a lengthened discussion, as I said, not only to ex- 
press my own ideas, but also to find where others actually stand upon this most 
vital question, —the legitimate limit of human freedom. But such discussions, 
carried on with the dauntless intrepidity of truth-secking, are not for the columns 
of the “Tribune.” ‘The readers of that journal must be kept in the dark. I sub- 
mit, and await the establishment of another organ. Meantime, those who may 
chance to become interested in a more thorough exhibit of principles stated or ad- 
verted to in these pages are referred to “!quiiable Commerce” and “Practical 
Details in Equitable Commerce,” by Josian Warren, aid “The Science of So- 
ciety,” by myself, published by Fowlers & Wells, New York,* and John Chapman, 
London, which E take this opportunity thus publicly to adve: lise, since the news- 
paper press generally declines to notice them, and to such other works as may be 
hereafter announced on the subject. 

STEPHEN PEARL ANDREWS. 
New York, APRIL, 1853. 


I. 
MR. JAMES’S REPLY TO THE NEW YORK OBSERVER. 


To the Editor af the New York Tribune: 
Please allow me the hospitality of your paper to right myself with the New York 
“Observer,” and so add to the many obligations I already owe you. 
Yours truly, H. JAMES. 


NOVEMBER 15, 


New York, SATURDAY, Nov. 13, 1852. 
To the Editor of the New York Ohs-rver: 

An article in your paper of today does me so much injustice that I cannot afford 
to let it pass unnoticed. 

The drift of your assanlt is to charge me with hostility to the marriage institu- 
tion. This charge is so far from being true that I have invariably aimed to ad- 
vance the honor of mar?‘ ige by se king to free it from certain purely arbitrary and 
conventional obstructions in reference to divorce. 

To ve continued. 


A Communistic Trap. 
[Galveston News.] 

The strike of the engineers on the Chicago, Burlington, and Quincy ra lway suggests to 
the New York ‘‘Commercial Advertiser” that “both the railroad companies and their em- 
pioyes distinctly owe it to the public to maintain the service without interruption.” Upon 
tue basis of the franchise the “ Advertiser” asss that this service has been paid for by the 
public. Now, strictly ressoning, where docs the employe come in? His situation is not 
guaranteed to him. His wages are the compensation fo: his services. Where he has no 
claim, what obligatio:. can he have? Just a common hum. `n obligation, as in hundreds of 
cther relations, not wantonly to cause loss and inconvenience to other people. Transporta- 
tion has a circumstantial importance, but really all service suttenly interrupted, whether 
in transportation or in other business, means loss and discomfort to blameless parties. Shall 
the conspicuous result in railroad business cause a deviation froin the sound theory of con- 
tract, an:l in roduce a régime of status under government control? If so, the tendency wilt 
be te such etatus superseding free contract in other business. The factories must not stop. 
The newspapers must not step. The hotel dinners must not remain uncooked or unserved. 
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If it were settled that the inconvenience of strikes must be borne until contract and mutual 
interest bring a just remedy, there would at least be an implied certainty that the remedy 
would not be worse than the evil complains of. The cerntry could perhaps stand control 
of railroads as well as prohibition of drinking sty, mt it i es in the genius and momen- 
tum of thore methods that the application of authority cannot stop there. On the Jeffer- 
sonian theory authority is never vo be exercised as a substitute for contract. If this were 
understood and adhered to by all, there would be little delay in anticipating the inevitable 
and making the employes of transportation companies such contract offers as would induce 
them to stay at work or give and accept notice. The companies ean arrange all this better 
than the government. They will arrange it after certain experience. The hope of govern- 
ment control to be introduced is cherishes y State Sovialiscs among ine members of trades 
unions. They will do much to create the apparent necessity. For this end they delight in 
strikes, and then their leaders proclaim their remedy, — government ownership. Some im- 
partial and able newspapers fall into the Commanistic trap. 


A Plea for Liberty in Preference to Paternal Government. 


(Tndy in Canadian Labor Reformer.) 


I noticed in the “Canadian Labor T eformer’’ of February 11, 1888, a contribution, signed 
C. H. S., under the title of “Some Lies,’ from the pen of a Knight of Labor. Being myself 
a member of that important Order, I solicit a smali space in your valuable paper to express 
views somewhat different from your contributor’s. 

C. H. S. endeavors to define “ Socialism ” and “ Individualism,’’ endorsing for himself and 
our organization the first of these principles and bitterly denouncing the ‘ast. 

After having given Worcester’s and Chambers’s Eneyclepedias’ definitions of Socialism, 
he continues by stating: 


Perhaps, however, the idea is better grasped when one ccntrasts it with the opposite, 
“ Individualism,” upon which our present system is based. ‘Individualism ” says “ com- 
petition,” “Socialism” says “coöperation.” The former has as a rule, ** Everybody for 
himself and the devil for the hirdmost’’; the latter has also a rule, “Each fon all; bear one 
another’s burdens.” ‘fhe motto of one is, ‘Survival of the fittest”; that of the other is, 
“The greatest happiness for the greatest number.” The one is the heathen principle, the 
other is the Christian. It is because “Individualism” has been tried and found sadly want- 
ing, that the people are beginning to see that it has produced the despotism, the slavery, the 
classes, monopoly and wage system, ete. 


I hold that our present system of society is NoT based on Individualism or self-government, 
and that the crimes which C. H. S. enumerates are not to be charged to that principle. 

The wretched state of our society is to be traced to organizations, codperations, corpora- 
tions, and centralizations of power, which systems were born from State governments and 
churches. State governments and churches have framed laws diametrically opposed to the 
immutable laws of nature. By so doing they have inculeated in our minds prejudices and 
superstitions which, in the long run of ages, have so distorted our mental and physical 
natures that we have come to buliev ourselves incapable of doing right unless fettered on 
all sides by temporal and spiritual la/s. 

Surely such a state of things cannot emanate from the principles of Individualism? We 
have not developed ourselves into what we are at present. Governmental and spiritual laws, 
as well as coercive measures, have divided mankind into two camps, viz.: the wealthy, in- 
dependent minority, born Jrom governments and protected by the same; and a poor, disin- 
herited majority npon which governments have heaped endless duties to perform, endless 
laws to obey, endless miseries to endure. This poor, unfortunate majority must toil and labor 
and produce all the wealth into which kings, priests, aristocrats, State governments, church 
governments, and their satellites of political and religious leeches are swimming. We are 
the creatures of organization and centralization of power! vidualism has never had a 
footing in our modern civilization. 

We are hungering just now to grasp a plank and save our: from the ruthless waves 
of capital and monopolies. We have, at last, learned that we are not what wa might be, 
and the knowledge of our abnormal condition is half the road to the object ve have in 
view. ‘That Socialism, as described by C. H. S., i. e., State and association Hocialism, 
sholl ever level all classes in society is more than I can foresee. That Individuansm or salf- 
government is the only means of emancipating ourselves seems to me a more logical conclu- 
sion. My thoughts, for many, many a year, have dwelt on that vital question. My heart 
would ever lean towards associations, brotherly love, each for all and all for each; but my 
reason wonld bring the heart to the bar of justice and bid it to show reasons why it shovwd 
not be declared guilty of assumption. 

Socialism or collectivism can never attain the object for which we are striving. Indivi- 
dualism or self-government alone contains in itself the elements required to readjust the 
equilibrium in our own selves and in society. We must have liberty jirst; order will follow. 
Not until the individual is free from prejudices, superstitions, and anti-natural laws can any 
fraternal associations be successful. The individual cannot do right so long as he is com- 
pelled to do a certain thing which the laws cail right, but which is only the right of the 

Give him freedom to choose between right and wrong; remove all burdens under 
which he may bend; unfetter him completely, —and he will have to do what is right, be- 
cause, according to the laws of nature, right and wrong will ever react on the doer. 
Although confusion might be the immeciate result of individual freedom, yet the folowing 
and ultimate results will assert the inevitable equilibrium. 

Brotherly love is a sweet and magnificent ideal, but it can never he either felt or bestowed 
until the individual is “ sans peur et sans reproche.” 

The great French Revolution inscribed the immortal motto: “ Liberté, Égalité, Prater- 
nité.” 

LIBERTY first— without it, Equality is an empty word! Both together, those two prin- 
ciples must bring forth the third one; and then, “ Consmmat am est.” 

Socialists of the school of C. H. S. put me in mind of an e:fort being made to establish a 
republican form of government over a people of entirely royalistic aspirations. How long 
could such a system last over such a pecple? There can b» no republic without republicans. 
I consider that our labor organizations are schools tending to develop our individuality, è. €., 
to reform ourselves and enable us to stand by our birth-rights. When this object is reached, 
then will tyrants passaway. No supply of slaves means no supply of masters. Self-reliznce 
means strength. Protection implies weakness. Union is strength for the strong, but it is 
disastrous to the weak. 

Regarding the allusion of C. H. S. to the principle of the “survival of the fittest,” or 
adaptation of the individual to surroundings, and also the principle of competition which he 
denounces so vehemently, I beg to call his attention to “ Darwin’s Natural Selection,” re- 
garding the plumage of cock birds. Those forces have brought about and developed in birds 
that magnificence in plumage and strength of body of which they seem to be so proud. 
The beautiful, the powerful, the happy ones have become the largest number. 

Instead of contemplating merely the means by which our weaker brothers may be relieved 
from theirs misery and poverty, we ought also to devise the safest operations by which 
misery, poverty, infirmities, and weaknesses may be removed from society. While we must 
help and comfort those poor, disinherited brothers, we must, at the same time, deliberately 
strike at its root and kill the germ. 









































A Prophecy in Course of Fulfillment. 


So far as Tam aware, Comrade Yarros does not claim to he 
a prophet or the son of a prophet, but it certainly looks very 
much asif a prediction that he made last summer were being 
rapidly fulfiNed. In an editorial entitled ‘On the Road to 
Anarchy"? and treating of a lecture by Wordsworth Donis- 
thorpe a report of which had appeared in “Jus” (then pur- 
porting to be the orgen of the Liberty and Property Defence 
League), Mr. Yarros said: 


It is evideut that Mer. Donisthorpe cannot be long in reach- 
ing Anarchy. For him there is no alternative. But the 
“noble” sons of the thieves and pirates who ‘conquered ” 
and enslaved the people of the United Kingdom, constituting 
the robbery-property and impunity-liberty defence league, 
should be given warning. They who want liberty to still 
further crush and oppress the people; liberty to enjoy their 
plunder wi‘hout fear of the State’s interfering with them; 
liberty to coerce Ireland; liberty to summarily deal with im- 
pudent tenants who refuse to pay tribute for the privilege of 
living and working on the soil, — these should beware of such 
friends as Mir Donisthorpe. He is not safe. 


I do not know whether Mr. Donisthorpe is directly coun- 


nected with the editorial control of Jus.” At any rate, he 


seems to be closely identified with its position. In that view 
of the matter, the following leading editorial from “Jus” of 
March 28 offers a very striking parallel to Mr. Yarrus’s paza- 


graph. And in any view of the matter, it affords most en- 


couraging evidence of the progress of ideas and the influence 
of reason. 
“Jus” AND THE LEAGUE. 


“LIBERTY AND PROPERTY.” The phrase sounds well 
enough, and the principles involved are sound and well worth 
fighting for. But, like all other abstract terms, liberty and 
property require defining, and different persons impose dif- 
ferent meanings upon them. For this reason, probably, a 
party basing its political action upon individualist principles 
would have done well not to have chosen as its descriptive 
title the name ‘Liberty and Property Defence League.” 
Whatever its mc ‘ves and aims may be, it is certain that the 
League is extremely unpopular among working-class audi- 
ences. Not that English workmen are at heart opposed 
either to liberty or to property. Far from it. But they are 
distinetly opposed to property as understood by those whose 
real object is the bolstering up of privilege. Again, the lib- 
erty of the slave-owner to whack his own pigger without 
fearing the inconvenient interference of tae State is a lib- 
erty with which ordinary Englishmen have little sympathy. 
Now the League is credited, justly or anjustly, with a lively 
respect for the liberty of the wolf to devour the lamb, and a 
cynical admission of the equal right of the lamb te devour 
the wolf. Somehow the British wage-shive cannot share the 
League's supposed zeat for this kind of liberty. He feels 
there is sonething wrong about it somewhere. 

Then the property which the League is said to defend some- 
times resembles the legal title of the trustee to the trust es- 
tate. Ordinary mortals are inclined to take tne equitable 
view of the case, and to hold that the cestui que trust is 
really the proprietor, whatever nonsense the law may talk 
for purely technical convenience. When the trustees of 
charitable funds prate about the rights of property, as soon 
ay the public requires them to devote the income to the uses 
originally intended, the League is suspected of sympathizing 
with them. When the spiritual tax-gatherer—called eu- 
phemistically the ecclesiastical tithe-owner—claims the tax 
as his own private property, or as the property of an effete 
State department, of which he is a paid official, the League 
will not, it is said, allow the tax-gatherer’s proprietary rights 
to be called in question. Is he not the tithe-owner? It is 
ominously whispered, too, that the interest taken in the 
League by successive Lord Mayors of London is not uncon- 
nected with the alleged proprietary rights of the City Corpo- 
ration. Again, some of the “interests” federated with the 
League nse brave words about the freedom of the Briton to 
drink wher. he likes, what he likes, and where he likes; but 
when he happens to choose to drink purs beer in a workmen’s 
club after licensing hours, all is changed, and these quondam 
lovers of liberty take the initiative in hounding on the State 
to intervene, and io crush out the workingman’s liberty for 
the sake of the liquor monopolists. Besides all this, the or- 
dinary citizen cannot for the life of hii see why brewers and 
gin-palace keepers should be imbued with the ‘spirit of 
divinest liberty” in larger proportion than other people. 


Prima facie there dees not seein to be anything in common | 


between potato spirit and the spirit which Coleridge adored 
with such deep worship. Scepticism creeps in. It has been 
admitted by members of trade-associations federated with 
the League that their societies subscribe to that organization 
by way of retainer for the services of certain well-known and 
able peers; und that, if these peers retired from the League. 
the connection of their societies would also cease. These 
gentlemen’s zeal for liberty is such that they ingenuously 
credit honorable members of the House of Lords with basing 
their legislative action on motives as sordid and self-in- 


> ` 





LIBERTY. 722 


terested as their own. When railway companies plead for 
liberty to make what bargains they like with their custom- 
ers, but oppose tooth and nail the liberty of new companics 
to pay dividends out of capul daring constraction, what in- 
terpretation can outsiders put upon such advocacy ? 

Again, people are asking one another, Why all this fuss 
about the State-violation of land contracts, but never a word 
about the State-violation of personal liberty in matters reli- 
gious, moral, and medieal? How much credit is due to the 
League for the repeal of the iniquitous and foolish Conta- 
gious Diseases Act? What has it done towards repealing the 
compulsory clause of the Vaccination Act? Are we indebted 
to the League for the present position of the Oaths Question ? 
Above all, what word has the League, as a body, uttered on 
behalf of freedom ef thoneht? The Disestablishment agita- 
tion rose and fell two years ago, but the League was dumb. 

“Jus” has from first io last spoken out frankly and un- 
equivocally against State-backed religion. Aud for this rea- 
son it has been boycotted by an influential section of the 
Liberty and Propercy Defence League. It is true that “Jus” 
is represented on the Council of that body; but the position 
seems to be a false cne. Half-hearted and one-sided indivi- 
dualism is not the doctrine we have set ourselves to preach. 
If the doctrine is good for anything, it is good for everything. 
A body which flaunts the flag only on suitable occasions, 
when the rich, the strong, and the privileged may benefit by 
the adoption of the principle, but which remains silent when 
it cuts the “ther way, ca..not be expected to welcome an or- 
gan of the p ress which positively declines to stoop to politisal 
dodgery. i it is truc, as its enemies declare, that the League 
has got into tne hands of large landowners, who intend to 
square individualism with hereditary legislative privilege, 
with strict settlements ? ad belste-ed-up families and estates, 
and with State-fome.uted superstition for the degradation 
and enchainment of the people, — well, the sooner it speaks 
out clearly the better. Auyhow, “Jus” will not hesitate. 
If the League has really made up its mind to pervert the 
noble principles of liberty and property to ignoble uses, it 
will do well to dispense with an organ of the press altogether. 
Diplomacy and duplicity and chicanery and insincerity and 
hypocrisy are more suited to the platform than to the presz 
“O, that mine enemy would write a book,” is the wish of 
one who know; his enemy to be dishonest. The honest have 
nothing to fear from writing a book. Similarly, the society 
which fears to commit its present contentions to print tacitly 
admits that it may be convenient to express the contrary 
views tomorrow. It is rash to trumpet its own inconsistency. 
If the League sinks again into silence, its attitude will not 
be misconstrued. It has turned its back on the Individualist 
Ciub from its earliest foundation, and working-class indivi- 
dualists understand the reason. If the League survives tho 
calumnies of its enemies, as we trust it will, it will also have 
to survive the counsels of some of its friends. 











Postscript. —The above was in type when a still later is- 
sue of “Jus” arrived, announcing itself, I grieve to say, as 
the last to appear. There are not more than two papers on 
Liberty’s exchange list which the cause of Liberty could not 
have better spared. It is now made plain that Mr. Donis- 
thorpe was the editor. I must make space in this issue for 
the noble editorial with which he bids his readers farewell. 
Tu it he completes the fulfillment of Mr. Yarros’s prophecy, 
It is comfort- 


ing to think that, as this good ship went down, like that othei 


as will be seen by the words which I italicize. 


unfortunate craft, the “ Radical Review ” of my good friends 
and comrades, the Schumms, it nailed to its mast-head colors 
more unmistakable than ever. and thus made its death even 
more glorious than its life. 


A Last WORD. 


For the State is mindful of its own, and it remembeieth 
its children. Our Father, the all-wise, the omnipotent State, 
has watched over us for generations. What has it done for 
us? It has made poor-laws, and thus brought into existeuce 
an army of one hundred and seventy thousand tramps, creep- 
ing like lice over the surface of the land. It has suppressed 
the healthy recreations of the people, and driven them to 
dens of drink and vice, where they spend eighty millions of 
their hard-earned wages in trying to get some enjoyment out 
of life. By its inexorable law of practically indissoluble 
marriage, it has brought into existence a huge army of prosti- 
vutes and perpetuated the scourge of Tyre. It has permitted 
its children for a generation to spread the loathsome disease 
smallpox by inoculation, and tlen it has compelled them to 
keep it alive by vaccination. It lug stamped out improve- 
ments in sanitation by its compulsory sewage-systum, thus 
propagating the germs ot typhoid and cholera. Ej its inop- 
portune interference betweev the workers and their employ- 
ers, it has stereotyped a moribund system of wagedom, and 
set back the enfranchisement of labor fur generations. It has 
stifled the electrie light, the telephone, and all the latest and 
greatest inventions. It has artificially bo!stered up unwieldy 
estates and clogged the wheels of agriculture. It has raised 
the cost of transport one hundred per cent. by the creation 
of monster monopolies, strangling all competition with the 
post office, and with State-coddiad and State-bullied railway 
companies, water companies, gas companies, cic. It has 
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well-nigh crushed out the healthy and natural system of edu- 
cation which has iready put England at the head of the 
nations, and anade an Englishman the most valuable worker 
to be found in the market. Finally, by its idiotic restrictions 
on cobperative enterprise, —its law of partnerships and of 
joint stock companies, —-it bas diverted millions upon mil- 
lions of capital from prudent and productive investments in- 
to the unproductive ecifers of an extravagant State, 

It has done many other equally wise and pecernal thines, 
and it is on the high read toa great many more. Where is 
the Saviour of Society? Can any one stave off the impend- 
ing evil? Must we sink beneath the wave of Socialism which 
is threatening all the civilized nations of the carta? The 
people? No, they desire it. Their representatives in the 
House of Commons? Ne; they have to buy their positions 
by pandering to the most numerous section of the constitu. 
encies. The Second Chamber? No; they are trembling for 
their privileges, and must buy off the enemy by throwing 
sops to the masses. Are there no influential Jeaders of men 
whe will come to the resene? Alas! those upon who: we 
could rely have given themselves over to a policy of despair. 
Lord Derby writes to us; ‘The tendency of the present age 
to incresse the functions of government is, I believe, irresist- 
ible. It is open to great objection; but only experience, will 
teach the public what its faults are. New classes are in pos- 
session of power, and they will not easily be persuaded that it 
is possible for them to make a bad use of if. ‘Time alone can 
teach them.” Again, speaking of the individualist muove- 
ment, Lord Bramwell writes to us: “X always despaired of 
it. People will not interest themselves in an abstract idea. 
You must have a definite specific object.” Can the Liberty 
and Property Defence League reverse the wheels? We did 
hope so. A great field of usefulness was open to it. Five 
years ago much might have been effected by taking its stand 
on the principle, the whole principle, and nothing but the 
principle, and by adopting beld and far-reaching methods. 
Now, perhaps, it is too late. The League seems to be fast 
degenerating into a sort of Harassed Interests Defence 
League. We cannot fairly charge it with having done those 
things which it ought not to have done; but it has ungues- 
tionably left undone many things which it ought to have 
done, and there is no health in it. We ourselves have fought 
hard, but without success. The editor of “Jus,” in retiring 
from the Council of the League, simultaneously resigns the 
editorship of this paper. We may have been misconstrued, 
and we may have failed to make our position clear; there- 
fore, before retiring, it may be well to state in precise terms 
our attitude with respect to political questions now before 
tne public or within range. We hold thut the society of the 
remote future will be held toyether on the principle of abso- 
lute philosophical Anarchy, but that at present we are 
passing through a transitional period, in which we are 
continually subject to Socialistic relapses. Av this particular 
time the attack is a severe one. We shall not touch the bet- 
tom until we have universal (male and female) suffrage; and 
the sooner we touch the bottom the better. It is always well 
to know the worst. Democratic Socialism is no worse thax 
aristocratic Socialism; in some respects the tyranny of the 
many is less odious, in oter respects it is more hateful, than 
the tyranny of the few. In order to justify ou” action in 
combating the one, we must loyally sweep away the other. 
State-religion must go. The Church, as such, must be dises- 
tablished and disendowed; but the clergy of the Church ’ ust 
aot be despoiled to the extent of a penny-piece. The Second 
Chamber must be supported as a legislative Court of Appeal; 
but it must be purged of the bishops, and the hereditary prin- 
aple must gradually make way for modern arrangements. 
Neither should the metallic principle continue to prevail in 
the Lower House. Members should be paid for their ser- 
vices, but not at the expense of those who would prefer to see 
them hanged. Every member of Parliament should be paid 
what he is worth by his own constituents. Legisiation is not 
required for that. 

With regard to the duties of government or the funciions 
of the State, we are in favor of curtailing the scape, while 
insisting on the more rigorous fulfilment of the remainder. 
Thus the starving of our defensive forces (army and navy) 
seems to be a source not only of weakness, but of expense in 
the long-run. Also, there seems to be too much parsimony 
in the maintenance of our judicial system; our judges are too 
few in number; they are ill-paid and overworked. AU this 
is mistaken economy. Justice should be certain, cheap, 
speedy, and accessible. It is at present none of these. While 
evimes go unpurished, while honest citizens pat up with in- 
juries rather tha’. appeal to che law, the State, the Father of 
the people, is occupied in reading through all the comedies 
and burlesques brought out in the Londen and provincial 
thestres; it is running after little boys who dare to play 
pitch-farthing; it is peeping through the chinks in the shut- 
ters of public-houses to see that ne capable citizen has a glass 
of beer at the wrong hour; it is going on sledging expeditions 
to the North Pole or vachting trips in the Antarctic Ocean; 
it is prescribing eab fares and boat fares; it is holding spell- 
ing-bees for fishermen; it is mixing wholesome “squashes ” 
for the operatives in lead works; it isscouriay the firmament 
for new asteroids; it is writing suitable poetry on the land- 
ing of Joreign rinees on British soil; it is polluting our prin- 
cipal rivers with sewage, and persecuting ofher people for 
fishing in the close time. Above all, it is inspecting everye 











body and everything, with the result that titogs are very | 
much as before, all but the bill, which has to be patl tor | 


Let but the State mind its own business 
thoroughiv and exclusively, and the coöperation of sane eiti- 
zons WIR accomplish the rest. “Jus”? will not appear again. 


the inspection. 


Cranky Notions. 


Conrade Holmes did have such a conversation with m 
he states: but becuase his position is such as 1 stated ip No. 
iis the very reason why the Communist-Anarchists should 
eesse using the word © Communist,” Some Anarchists way 
believe in the medical school of homeeopathy and others 
in allepathy, but that is no reason why they should call 
themselves hom«mopathie-Anarchists or allopathic-Anarch- 
ists. Those who have become familiar with the fundamental 
principle of Anarehy should know that there is no aualifica- 
tion to the term “Anarchy” necessary. It is immaterial 
whether one be a Communist or an individualist so long as 
he be an Anarchist. Anarchy, as I see it, admits of any kind 
of organization, so long as membership is not compulsory. 
Give us Anarchy, — freedom to those who desire freedom, — 
and J presume no one will object to any number of persons 
going by thenselves and being ruled by a despot if they so 
wish. 








When I propesed a conference of Anarchists in Detroit 
next summer, I anticipated the very objections made by 
Comrade Tucker. Now, supposing it did cosi four hundred 
dollars, or even a thoasand dollars, would not such a con- 
ference and the discussions had in it and the principles 
agreed upon by it get a larger cirenlation through the Asso- 
ciated Press and other channels than could possibly be got 
in any other way? What is necessary, it seems to me, is to 
keep the newspapers talking about Anarehy and having the 
public mind directed towards it. A conference such as 1 
suggest will in my opinion give Anarehy a much better ad- 
vertisement and advancemeut than the cost of it wonld di- 
rected in any other channel. 








Edward Bellamy in “Cooking Backward’? has painted 
just about such a picture of the future as others have painted 


before him, but, unfortunately fer his fancy picture, the i 


fact is that wherever government steps in to control ind a.try 
and social relations the tendency is in the opposite direction 
of Mr. Bellamy’s civilization of the twenty-first century. I 
wonder /f the ‘State control ” craze has much longer to run? 





When Comrade Tucker considers that his presumption is 
erroneous when he says I presumably did not refer to patents 
iu classing machinery as a monopoly, he will see how impos- 
sible it is to discard machinery from my elas «vation. The 
most popular classification of monopolies is land, money, and 
transportation”; but “land, money, and machinery” seems 
to me to be a better classification, because transportation is 
made by machinery, and there is but a small portion of the 
total amount cf machinery used in transportation. The 
place for the patent office and all its appurtenances is the 
bottom of the ocean, 

Josern A. LABADIE. 


THE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY. 


Stephen Pearl Andrews. 


This work, long out of print, is now republished to meet a de- 
mand which for a few years past has been rapidly growing. First 
published about forty years ago, and yet in its teachings still far in 
advanee of the times, :t comes to the present generation practically 
as a new book. Josiah Warren, whose social philesophy it was 
written to expound, wasa the habit of referrinyr to it as the most 
lucid and complete presentation of his ideas that ever had been 
written or ever could be written. It will undoubtedly take rank in 
the future amon: the famous books of the nineteenth century. 

It consists of two parts, as follows: 

Parr L— The True Constitution of Government in the Sove- 
reignty of the Individual as the Final Development of Protestant- 
ism, Democracy, and Socialism, 

PART JL — iot the Limit of Price: A Scientifie Measure of 
Jionesty in Trade, as one of the Fundamental Principles in the So- 
Jution of the Social Problem. 


Price, in Cloth, One Dollar. 


Address the Publisher: 
SARAH E. HOLMES, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


SYSTEM CF ECONOMICAL CONTRADICTIONS: 


Or, The Philosophy of Misary. 
Ry P. J. PROUDHON. 
TRANSLATED FROM THE FRENCH BY BENJ. R, TUCKER, 





This work, one of the most celebrated written by Proudhon, con- 
stitutes the fourth volume of his Complete Works, and is published 
in a sty.e uniform with that of * What is Property?” It discusses, 
ing style as novel as profound, the problems of Value, Division of 
Labor, Machinery, Competition, Monopoly, Taxation, und Provi- 
dence, showing that economic progress is achieved by the appear- 
ance of a succession of economie forces, each cf which counteracts 
the evils developed by its predecessor, and then, by developing evils 
of its own, necessitates its successor, the process to continue antil a 
final force, eorcective ot the whole, shall establish n stable economie 
equilibrium. 469 pages octave, in the highest style of the typo- 
graphic art. 


Price, cloth, $3.50; full valf, blue, gilt edges, $6.50. 
Address: BENSI. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 
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LIBERTY’S LIBRARY. 


For any of the following Works, address, 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


WHAT IS PROPERTY? Or an Inquiry into the 
Principli of Right and of Government. By P.J. Prondhon. Pre- 
faced by a Sketch of Proudhon’s Life and Works, ard containing 
asa Frontispiece a tine steel engraving of the Author. ‘Pranslated 
from tie Freneh by Benj. R. Tucker. A systematic, thorough, 
and radical discussion of the institution of property, — its basis, 
its history, its present status, amt jts destiny, — together with a 
detailed and startling exposé of the erimes which it commits, and 
the evils which it engenders, 500 pages octavo, Price, cloth, 
$2.50; fall estf, blue, gilt edger, $6.50. 


GOD AND THE STATE. “One of the most ele- 
quent poe for liberty ever written, Paine’s ‘Age of Reason" 
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by Benj. R, Tucker. 52 pages. Price, 15 cents. 


CO-OPERATIVE HOMES. An essay showing 
how the kitchen muy be abolished and the independence of 
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troducing the voluntary principle into the Family and all its reln- 
tionships. By C. T. Fowler. Containing n portrait of Louise 
Michel. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


CO-OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRIN- 
ciples. An essay showing Liberty and Equity as the only condi- 
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condsigas by Rent, Interest, Protit, and Majority Rule. By C.T. 
Fowles. Containing a portrait of Herbert Spencer, Price, 6 
cents: two copies, 10 cents. 
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bound in cloth, and containing over sixty Essays, Poems, Transla- 
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TRUE CIVILIZATION: A Subject of vital and 


serious Interest to all People, but most immediately to the Men 
and Women of Labor and Sorrow. By Josiah Warren. A Pam- 
| phiet of 117 pages, now passing through its tifth edition, explain- 
ing the basic principles of Labor Reform, — Liberty and Equity, 
Prica, 30 cents. 


THE WIND AND THE WHIRLWIND. A 


poem worthy of a place in every man's library, and especially 
interesting to all vietims of British ty) ranny and misrule, A red- 
line edition, printed beautifully, in large type, on tine paper, 
and bound in parchment covers. Elegant and cheap. 32 pages. 
Price, 25 cents. 


THE FALLACIES IN “PROGRESS AND 
Poverty.” A bold attack on the position of Henry George. 
Written for the people, and as revolutionary in sentiment, and 
even more radical than Progress and Poverty” itself. By 
William Hanson. 191 pages, cioth, Price, $1.00. 


LAND TENURE. An essay showing the govern. 
mental basis of land monopoly. the futility of governmental 
remedies, and a natural and peaceful way of starving: out the 
landlords, By C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait of Robert 
Owen. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents, 


THE REORGANIZATION OF BUSINESS. 
An essay showing how the principles of coöperation may be real- 
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PROUDHON LIBRARY. 
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ENTIRE WORKS OF P. J. PROUDHON. 


Published Quarterly. 


$3 a volume; 25 cents a copy. 


Each number centaine sixty-four elegantly printed octavo pages 
of translation from one of Prondhon’s works, Eight numbers, on 
an average, required to complete a book. A set of nearly fifty vol- 
umes, uniform with “ What is Property?’ Subseribers to the Li- 
brary get the works at Ove Dollar a volume less, including binding, 
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The Great French Anarchist 


discusses with a master s mind and pen nearly every vital question 
now agitating the world, covering the fields of political economy, 
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